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Pustic Law 601, 79TH CoNGRESs 


The legislation under which the House Committee on Un-American 


Activities operates is Public Law 601, 79th Congress [1946], chapter 
753, 2d session, which provides: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, * * * 


PART 2—RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Rute X 


SEC. 121. STANDING COMMITTEES 


* + * * + * * 
17. Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
Rue XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* - * e * » * 

(q) (1) Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(A) Un-American activities. 

(2) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommit- 
tee, is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (i) the extent, 
character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(ii) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propa- 
ganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and attacks 
the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, and 
(iii) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessary 
remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such 
times and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, 
has recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

7 * * + * + * 


Ruts XII 
LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGHT BY STANDING COMMITTEES 


Sec. 136. To assist the Congress in appraising the administration of the laws 
and in developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem neces- 
sary, each standing committee of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
shall exercise continuous watchfulness of the execution by the administrative 
agencies concerned of any laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdic- 
tion of such committee; and, for that purpose, shall study all pertinent reports 


and data submitted to the Congress by the agencies in the executive branch of 
the Government. 
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RULES ADOPTED BY THE 85TH CONGRESS 


House Resolution 5, January 3, 1957 


* Be * * * * * 
Rute X 
STANDING COMMITTEES 


1. There shall be elected by the House, at the commencement of each Con- 


gress, 
a * * * * * * 
(q) Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
* ok ok * * * * 
Rute XI 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* oe * * * cS * 


17. Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(a) Un-American activities. 

(b) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommittee, 
is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (1) the extent, char- 
acter, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(2) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American prop- 
aganda that is instigated’ from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and 
attacks the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitu- 
tion, and (3) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress 
in any necessiry remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such times 
and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairmian; and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

X * * * * * * 


26. To assist the House in appraising the administration of the laws and in 
developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem necessary, 
each standing cOmmittee of the House shall exercise continuous watchfulness 
of the execution by the administrative agencies concerned of any laws, the subject 
matter of which is within the jurisdiction of such committee; and, for that 
purpose, shall study all pertinent reports and data submitted to the House by 
the agencies in the executive branch of the Government. 
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SYNOPSIS 


There is ‘‘a very deep-rooted irrationality” in communism, just as 
there was in nazism, Dr. Gerhart Niemeyer, Professor of Political 
Science at the University of Notre Dame, told the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities in the accompanying consultation. 

There were both rational and irrational elements in the thinking of 
Karl Marx, Dr. Niemeyer pointed out. Marx’s analysis of society, 
though mistaken, was the rational element. It is also the element 
which has been dropped by the Communists. The irrational element 
in his thinking was his claim that man could know “scientifically” 
the course of future events on the basis of certain immutable laws of 
history which determine just how human society will develop. This 
irrational belief is retained by present-day C ommunists. 

Communism is “the twin” of nazism in one respect which, in the 
case of the Nazi leaders, led to their being classified as “insane,” 
Dr. Niemeyer asserted. The Nazis accepted a racial ideology that 
had no basis “in fact or logic’ and which led them to convert “‘public 
authority into an instrument dedicated to crime,” that is, to the 
extermination of those their ideology taught were unfit to live. 

Communists have done the same thing. They consider themselves 
“servants of the ‘Goddess of History’ .”’ According to their phil- 
osophy of “scientific” materialism, the proletarian class will usher in 
the last of the five stages of human society—communism—and the 
Communists, as the “vanguard’’ of the proletarian class, have the 
role of forcefully helping this ordained course of events. 

This they do by dividing people into two classes—those who “look 
backward,” who oppose communism and therefore the course of his- 
tory. These people are “reactionaries” and therefore evil. The 
second class is the “forward-looking” or “progressive” people—the 
Communists and their collaborators who are in tune with the laws of 
history and are therefore good. 

“So they, like the Nazis, divide people into those who deserve to 
exist and others who don’t. And, just like the Nazis, they proceed 
to exterminate, break, suppress all those who do not fit the image of 
the ruling class * * * just like the Nazi state, the Communist state 
is one in which murder has been elevated to the dignity of government 
policy.” 

Dr. Niemeyer, who has taught at Princeton, Oglethorpe, Yale, and 
Columbia Universities, as well as at the { Iniversity of Notre Dame, 
was interviewed by the committee because of his extensive study of 
the Soviet mind and ideology. He is the author of ‘An Inquiry 
Into Soviet Mentality” and has served as planning adviser for the 
U. S. Department of State and as a research analyst for the;Council 
on Foreign Relations. 

On the basis of his far-reaching study of the Communist: ideology 
and mind, Dr. Niemeyer told the committee that it would be a mis- 
take to attribute to the Soviet Government the same motives and 
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interests usually attributed to other governments. Generally speak- 
ing, governments function for the common good of their citizens, for 
peace, law, and order. The government of the Soviet Union, however, 
considers itself to be an instrument for carrying out the ideological 
will of the Communist Party and for using the resources and the people 
of the Soviet Union for that purpose. 

Contrary to popular belief, Dr. Niemeyer said, the Communists’ 
objective is not an ideal society but rather the triumph of those forces 
which conform to the will of history, that is, the Communist Party. 
Their philosophy being what it is, there can be no freedom and no 
individual rights in a Communist state. Individuals are regarded as 
mere products of their classes and as tools to be used by the Com- 
munist Party in helping to fulfill history’s laws. 

Dr. Niemeyer branded as mistaken the frequently expressed view 
of some Westerners that Communist leaders do not actually believe 
in the Communist ideology. There is much evidence to the contrary, 
he said, and gave several examples, including Khrushchev’s sincere 
and friendly advice to Austrian Chancellor Raab that he should 
become a Communist because communism is ‘‘the wave of the future.”’ 

Some Westerners find it difficult to believe that a man like Khru- 
shchev, who wields such enormous power, ‘‘could be subject to any such 
restraint as an ideology,’ Dr. Niemeyer commented, but this is only 
because they themselves suffer from ‘‘a weakening of the insights and 
convictions” that form the mainspring of our own civilization. Ac- 
tually, he said, the sincere belief of the Communist leaders in their 
“comprehensive and total world view”’ is the source of communism’s 
strength. 

Negotiating a solution to the present conflict between the Com- 
munist and free worlds is ‘“‘out of the question,’’ Dr. Niemeyer said, 
because of the Communist belief that ‘the basic reality in all histor- 
ical societies is class war, and that class war is in its very nature 
irreconcilable.”’ For the same reason, “peaceful co-existence”’ is pos- 
sible only as a breathing spell for Communist leaders until they have 
accumulated enough power to crush other societies. Because of their 
fundamental beliefs, a “genuine will to peace’’ or an acceptance of 
non-Communists’ right to exist is impossible on the part of Com- 
munists. 

The battle between the Communist and the free world, Dr. Nie- 
meyer said, has often been described as a battle of ideas. He granted 
that this is true to a certain extent, but pointed out that the ‘‘ideas”’ 
of communism have become a “mortal danger” to us by the accumu- 
lation of great power on the part of the Soviet Union. Therefore, our 
only hope of escaping subjection to this power lies in building superior 
military might. There is ‘‘no substitute’”’ for this. 

If the free world is to cope successfully with the forces of inter- 
national communism, Dr. Niemeyer said, it must next strengthen its 
will to resist and then divest itself of the following false notions: 

the idea that we live in a peaceful world; 

the idea that peace with communism can be had for a reasonable 
price; 

the idea that communism is a rational force or that its leaders 
are merely cynical power seekers; 

the idea that we can’t be defeated because “we are right”’; 





THE IRRATIONALITY OF COMMUNISM 3 


the idea that Communists would come over to our side “‘if they 
only knew us’”’; 
the concept that we can afford “less than a supreme effort” 
in the battle against communism because “truth will prevail.’ 
‘Above all,” he said, ‘‘in this period of ‘soft’ Kremlin policy, we are 
tempted to fall into the error of believing that when Communists 
appear to be doing the same as other people, it actually is the same 
thing. The truth is that when Communists appear to be doing the 
same thing as other people (in art, education, science, etc.), they are 
mostly doing just the opposite—actually pursuing their own destruc- 
tive objectives through seemingly nonpolitical means. When engaged 
in apparent cooperation with others, they are actually fighting the 
struggle which to them is ‘the law of laws.’”’ 


3U724—58——_2 
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FRIDAY, AUGUST 8, 1958 


Unirep States Hovuss or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES, 
Washington, D. C. 
CONSULTATION 


The following consultation with Dr. Gerhart Niemeyer, professor 
in the Political Science Department, Notre Dame University, was 
held at 10:45 a. m. in room 226, Old House Office Building, Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

Committee member present: Representative Francis E. Walter, 
of Pennsylvania, chairman. 

Also present: Richard Arens, staff director; William F. Heimlich, 
staff consultant; and Francis J. McNamara, staff member. 

The CuatrMan. Do you, Dr. Gerhart Niemeyer, solemnly swear 
that the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Dr. Niemeyer. Yes;1 do. 


STATEMENT OF DR. GERHART NIEMEYER 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
pation. 

Dr. Niemeyer. Gerhart Niemeyer, living in South Bend, Ind.; 
professor at the University of Notre Dame in the Political Science 
Department. \ 

Mr. Arens. Dr. Niemeyer, would you kindly give us just a brief 
thumbnail sketch of your personal education and background? 

Dr. Niemeyer. I was born in Germany, educated both in England 
and in Germany. I received a degree of doctor of laws from Kiel 
University. 

I left Germany in 1933 on the advent of Hitler to power; went first 
to Spain along with my teacher and friend, Hermann Heller; found 
myself on vacation in Germany when the Spanish civil war broke out. 

I then came to the United States where 1 have taught at Princeton 
University, from 1937 until 1944; Oglethorpe University from 1944 to 
1950; in between at Yale University, later at Columbia University. 

I was planning adviser in the Department of State from 1950 to 
1953; research analyst for the Council on Foreign Relations from 1953 
to 1955; and have been at Notre Dame from1955 on. 

Mr. Arens. Dr. Niemeyer, the committee has requested your pres- 
ence in this consultation because of the extensive study you have 
made, over the course of many years, of the ideology and motivating 
forces behind the drive for world conquest stemming from the leaders 
of the international Communist movement. 
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In this period of cold war between the forces of international com- 
munism and the forces of freedom, the committee feels that it can 
render a service to the Congress as well as to the American people by 

resenting an authoritative appraisal of the forces which motivate the 
international Communist movement. 

With that in mind, may I suggest as a point of departure in our 
consultation this query: Is the government of the Kremlin a govern- 
ment like any other, or is it a mistake to attribute to it motives and 
interests which one usually attributes to governments? 

Dr. Niemeyer. Yes and no; the rulers in the Kremlin of course 
rule or govern a state, a modern state, with a bureaucracy, a police, 
a set of decreed laws and all the paraphernalia of government. 

But their motivations are quite different from those of other 
governments. When one thinks of “government,” one usually asso- 
ciates with that concept the purpose of maintaining peace, law, and 
order, and service in the interest of the people. 

In the Soviet Union, the government does not exist for that purpose, 
but rather for the purpose of carrying into effect the ideological will 
of the Communist Party, and to use the people and resources of 
Russia in the interest of that party. 

This is not my own fancy but the function which Leninism has 
assigned to the state. Jn other words, the men who govern in Russia 
today do not assume, as we do, that the state is an instrument for the 
common good, but rather handle it as a tool with which to bend 
unwilling men to the party’s service. They do this because they are 
themselves possessed by the dogmas of an ideology which, in terrible 
over-simplification, subordinates all human beings and all forms of 
human culture to a simple black-white equation and an equally over- 
simplified outline of history. 

For the Kremlin, this state is an instrument to carry out an ideo- 
logical purpose, a purpose the fulfillment of which lies in the remote 
future and which, at any rate, is the purpose of a small ruling group 
and by no means the purpose of the Russian people as a whole. 

Mr. Arens. Are we to understand that the Soviet rulers are subject 
to a dogma? Can they not change their ideology; have they not 
frequently changed it? 

Dr. Niemeyer. This is really the question of what the hard core of 
the Communist ideology is; and the answer is yes, of course it has been 
changed. 

The changes have been frequent and by no means minor. For 
instance, the idea of “the revolution” has been turned upside down. 
Marx, in keeping with his notion that history is a function of economic 
developments, taught that the socialist revolution would come when 
capitalism had reached its full maturity. By then, so he believed, the 
vast majority of people would have been reduced to misery and would 
be ruled over by a very small group of very rich people. To remove 
them from power would not be very difficult. 

So, if Marx were right, there might be a certain justice in a revolt 
made by the vast, oppressed majority in the dying day of a social 
system. 

But we all know that Marx’s prediction about the development of 
capitalism was wrong. The Communists, 50 years later, professed to 
follow Marx in all essentials but completely reversed his idea of the 
revolution. They said the revolution could be made by a small group 
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of highly trained and disciplined “professional revolutionaries,” and 
that 1t would succeed wherever the public order could be thrown into 
confusion and discontent. 

In summary, according to Marx, the revolution would be a move- 
ment of the great majority of people in a capitalist country which had 
gone as far as it could go under the capitalist system; according to 
Lenin, the revolution is to be carried out by a small minority instead 
of by the majority and it can be made in any country, capitalist or no, 
and does not wait for the fulfillment of any development. 

Another change: Marx analyzed capitalism as a system depending 
on competition. Lenin, later on, said capitalism was based on mo- 
nopoly, the opposite of competition, because that enabled him to ex- 
plain why the workers of capitalist countries had not become revolu- 
tionists, and to enlist the support of colonial peoples for the Com- 
munists. 

So the Communist ideology has been changed in important parts, 
but there are certain parts which have remained unchanged. 

Mr. Arrens. What are those parts of the Communist ideology which 
have remained unchanged and which are in vogue today? 

Dr. Nremeyer. First of all the idea that history moves forward ac- 
cording to certain laws, and that according to these laws the future of 
mankind must inev itably be Communist; secondly, the idea that the 
laws of history can be known and that the key to their knowledge is 
Marxism-Leninism, so that the only people who do know the laws of 
history are people trained in Marxism—Leninism, that is, the members 
of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. May I impose on you, Doctor, at this point to give 
us just a brief resume of the laws of history as the Communists con- 
ceive them and, at the same time, your appraisal of the validity or 
invalidity of those laws? 

Dr. Niemeyer. The Communists not only hold but very authori- 
tatively enact the belief that all of mankind has to pass through five 
different stages of society. 

The first one they call primitive society; then comes slave-holding 
society; then feudal society; after that, capitalism; and finally Com- 
munist society. 

They say that history must necessarily move from one of these 
phases of society to the next one so that there is no possible choice, 
that history moves like an escalator; once you get on the bottom 
step you must necessarily move on until you emerge at the top; 
and the “top,” according to Communist beliefs, is inevitably Com- 
munist society. This, they say, must be the sequence of social 
patterns, because in each type of society the ruling class is that which 
owns the means of production and, as soon as their type of produc- 
tion becomes obsolete, a new class owning other means of production 
takes over. 

The validity of this depends on whether changes in human society 
have actually taken place necessarily in this accession which the 
Communists postulate. This is not so, and one can even go to 
Marx for evidence that this is not so. 

Among other things, large parts of the world, particularly Asis, 
have lived for thousands of years under a system which was neither 
feudal nor slave-holding and which did not pass into anything like 
capitalist society of its own development. In this Asiatic type of 
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society the ruling class was not the owner of the means of production, 
but the bureaucrats who controlled the means of administration. 
That type of society has often persisted for thousands of years. 

References to Asiatic society have been authoritatively eliminated 
from Communist discussion because this would upset the argument 
on which their whole belief in history depends. 

Mr. Arens. What role do the Communists conceive is theirs in 
this process of the “five stages of society’? 

Dr. Niemeyer. The Communists define themselves as the ‘“‘van- 
guard of the proletariat.’’ Actually, as a party, they have nothing 
to do with the proletariat; proletarians can hardly be found within its 
ranks. But the definition means that they consider themselves the 
agents for the proletarian class, the class which, in the scheme of 
history, is supposed to usher in the last of the five phases of social 
development. And the term “vanguard” indicates that the Com- 
munists claim for themselves the role of people who know the laws of 
history and, knowing the laws of history, will do the right thing to 
bring the course of history to pass in an accelerated way, particularly 
to fight down all those social forces which, according to them, oppose 
the course of history. 

So you might interpret the role of the Communist Party, as seen by 
them, as the role of servants of the “Goddess of History.” 

Mr. Arens. Do they conceive in this process the operation of 
Divine Will? 

Dr. Niemeyer. Most definitely not. What they see in history 
is a movement which they attribute to material forces which never- 
theless has the character of something absolute as compared with the 
relative aims of particular individuals or even particular social groups. 

The Communists in their own minds stand for and work in the 
service of something absolute, even though this is not in their eyes 
divine, but material. 

Mr. Arens. What is the ultimate objective of the Communists? 

Dr. Niemeyer. There are many mistaken ideas about the ultimate 
objective of the Communists, and the most mistaken of them is that 
the ultimate objective of the Communists is an ideal society. 

This is not their objective, since they are convinced that one 
cannot “will” an ideal society. To postulate an ideal society as the 
direct object of one’s will is to them utopian, and they pride them- 
selves on being “‘scientific’’ rather than utopian Communists. 

This means that the object of their will is the triumph of those 
social forces which, according to them, are in conformity with the 
a of history or, in other words, the triumph of the Communist 

arty. 

They ‘‘will’ the ultimate and utter, total defeat of anything which 
they call “bourgeois,” ‘reactionary’ or ‘non-Communist”’; and by 
utter defeat I mean the conversion of even the consciousness of other 
people to what they call “‘socialist consciousness.”’ 

The ideal society of which Communist scripture speaks is then 
expected to come about, not as the result of conscious effort, but as 
the result of historical developments of material forces. So this is 
not a direct object of Communist will. 

Mr. Arens. What area remains in the Communist ideology for 
individual freedom? 
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Dr. Niemeyer. This is a difficult question to answer. It is difficult 
because of the very ambiguous relationship between Communists and 
their fellow men. 

Basically, Communists do not have any respect for individual man. 
They cannot, since their whole thinking is in terms of laws of history 
and of classes. An individual person is to them not a human being— 
that concept has for them no meaning—but a product of a social 
class, and they look on him as a means for the fulfillment of historical 
laws. ‘The human person as an end in himself is a concept utterly 
alien to them, and so is, of course, the notion of freedom which flows 
from that idea of man. In their writings, when speaking of the state, 
they say in so many words that under their rule there cannot and 
must not be any freedom. 

But, on the other hand, Communists start from the assumption 
that they are now, and for a long time to come will be, in a minority 
position; in other words, they realize that the majority of their fellow 
men are not Communists and are not attracted to communism. 

So they seek to capture their allegiance and support by means other 
than Communist arguments; for instance, by catering to prejudices 
or to opinions or to aims in which they, the Communists, ultimately 
do not themselves believe and which they ultimately seek to eliminate 
and destroy—but which they use for the time being as bait to capture 
the attention and support of other people. So for a certain interim 
period there is sometimes an appearance of individual freedom. 

Mr. Arens. Could you give us an illustration or so of this phe- 
nomenon? 

Dr. Niemeyer. Illustrations are plentiful. One of them, for in- 
stance, is nationalism. The Communists themselves have instigated 
nationalist movements in certain areas which they captured with 
the help of these nationalist aspirations, only to move then to stamp 
out ruthlessly the nationalism which they themselves created. 

So for a time there seems to be nationalist freedom which people 
seem to enjoy under Communist auspices, only to lose it very soon 
thereafter. 

Mr. Arens. Do the leaders of the Kremlin actually believe in their 
ideology and, if so, is there any evidence that they actually believe 
in it? 

Dr. Niemeyer. Yes. There is plentiful evidence; but many among 
us are unwilling to see this evidence because we reject the idea that 
men possessing enormous power could be subject to any such restraint 
as an ideology. This is because we in the West suffer from a weaken- 
ing of the insights and convictions which once were the mainspring 
of our own civilizations. Having become cynical ourselves, we assume 
that all others must necessarily be the same. 

But communism has driving power precisely because it is a com- 
prehensive and total world view, accepted as such by its adherenis. 
Whoever embraces this world view sees everything—life, history, 
people, society—in a fixed set of images. The Communists have a 
complete set of explanations for everything. This world view governs 
their minds and their motives simply because, to them, there is no 
alternative explanation in sight. A Communist either gets meaning 
out of the official ideology or he does not find meaning and purpose 
in anything. 
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Now the evidence that these people are really motivated by their 
world view can be picked up almost daily in reports about Soviet 
reality. 

First of all, all power struggles in the ranks of the Communists 
themselves are fought out in terms of, and around, Communist ideology. 
It is always a question of who stands for what interpretation of the 
ideology and who differs from this. 

Secondly, all education throughout the big Soviet empire is shot 
through w ‘ith ideological indoctrination. At the universities as much 
as 50 percent of the time is given to Communist ideology, and, in 
certain courses—like party courses and courses for specialists—the 
percentage is even higher. 

Thirdly, the Soviets find it nec essary to control art, literature, and 
philosophy, something which would not be the case if their own 
ideology did not compel them to suppress any other kind of thought 
or value. This goes also for the fight against religion, which is central 
to communism and which would certainly be entirely unnecessary if 
they were merely interested in power as such and not in ideological 
aims. 

Fourthly, one can pick up every now and then remarks made by 
Soviet leaders as, for instance, the remark Khrushchev made to Western 
diplomats: ‘We shall bury you’’-—or the genuinely friendly advice he 
gave to Austrian Chancellor Raab that he should become a Cor- 
munist because communism as the wave of the future. 

The 20th Party Congress in 1956 resolved to watch over the purity 
of the Corr unist ideology like the “apple of iis eye.” 

Lastly, the Soviets have concentrated on the United States their 
main hostility. This again would not make sense unless they saw in 
us the cenier of the capitalist world rather than a pretty far-away 
nation. 

Mr. Axens. How do you account for the fact that the ideology of 
communism can inspire such zeal in its adherents and ai the same time 
result in the « holesale massacres, slave labor cam ps, and other horrors 
which “we \iiness from communism in action? 

Dr. Niemeyer. I think the best way to ans: er this question is to 
record «hat this belief in ihe po’ er of history actually is. It is both 
a substitute for religion and a substitute for ethics. 

It is a subsiituie for religion because it attributes to history almighty 
po. er; it is a subsiituie for eihics because, in the light of this belief, 
whatever belongs to the past is damned and whatever belongs to the 
future is saved. 

So the Communists have been conditioned by all their training to 
make a razor-sharp distinction between social forces that look ‘“‘back- 
ward” and other social forces that look “for ward. ” They call the 
first ones “reactionary ;” the second “progressive.”’ 

Since this whole belief i in history is a substitute for ethics, anything 
that they clessify as “reactionary” is also to them immoral and 
criminal, wherees anything that is classified as ‘‘progressive’’ is 
inherently good without further reference to any other criteria. 

Whenever they come to the conclusion that someone, including 
some people in their midst, is not on the side of progress as thev 
define it, they immediately stamp him as reactionary, criminal, and 
send him to the worst kind of punishment cor extinction. 

Mr. Arens. Is the ideology of communism rational? 
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Dr. Niemeyer. Many people have maintained that, as compared 
with nazism, communism is a more rational force because it has an 
ideology and an elaborate philosophy. I would maintain, though, 
that under the guise of rationality here you have in communism a 
very deep- -rooted irration ality. 

Mr. Arens. Would you specify in what way it is irrational? 

Dr. Niemeyer. If one goes back to the original Marxist thought, 
one can distinguish there a rational and an irrational part. 

The rational part is the Marxist attempt to analyze society in 
sociological terms. The irrational part is Marxist insistence on 
prophesying far-off future events. 

Now as I said before, the rational part of Marxist analysis has 
been dropped. What has been retained is the pretense of being able 
to foretell future historical developments on the basis of allegedly 
irrevocable historical laws. 

This in itself is an irrational position, one which pretends to know 
how history will come out centuries hence. And there is another 
irrational element in Communist ideology: the dialectic. 

The dialectic is a way of thinking which finds it possible to consider 
more real that which one expects to happen in days to come than 
that which actually exists now. 

Mr. Arens. Do the Communists in their irrationality resemble 
the Nazis? 

Dr. Niemeyer. I would say, Yes—and I am choosing my words 
with care. The Nazi leadership has often been called insane. Why? 
Because it accepted a racial ideology, a doctrine of a master race, 
and a devil theory of the Jews—all without any sound basis in fact 
or logic. ‘Then they used the state to satisfy the savage impulses 
of killing and extermination which their own theories had engendered 
in them. So they ended by converting public authority into an 
instrument dedicated to crime. Public authority, of course, is often 
misused by people with criminal intent. That is not what I mean. 
I mean that the Nazis made crime one of the central purposes of 
public authority: It was a regime which, as a regime and in cold 
deliberation, intended to murder, steal, and defraud. 

Now this is also true of the Communists in authority. First, what 
is left of the Marxist doctrine is no less irrational than the Nazi 
ideology. Marx’s thought had two aspects: an analysis of society and 
a prophesy of the course of history. The sane part (even though he 
was mistaken in it) has been dropped by the wayside; the prophesy in 
the mantle of scientific language is left, and that is the irrational ele- 
ment. The very crux of Communist ideology is the pretense to know 
the entire course of history, the “laws” according to which history 
supposedly ‘“‘must’’ move. 

The objective of the Communists is the intensification and increase 
of their party’s power, not with the idea that this will do any imme- 
diate good to anyone ‘but only with the expectation that history will 
somehow produce from the totalitarian power of the Communist Party 
a society of complete freedom. 

This is so irrational a belief that it borders on the ridiculous, but 
nevertheless it is the sole justification the Communists give for their 
quest for more and total power. 

On the basis of this “knowledge” they arrogate to themselves the 
right to determine who is ‘‘progressive’”’ and who “reactionary,” and 
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they mean by these terms not the intentions of people but people 
themselves in terms of their existence. So they, like the Nazis, di- 
vide people into those who deserve to exist and others who don’t. 
And, just like the Nazis, they proceed to exterminate, break, suppress 
all those who do not fit the image of the ruling class. True, they go 
about it more psychologically than the Nazis. But their regime, no 
less than that of the Nazis, is a regime dedicated to criminal purposes. 
They look upon it mainly as a means to manipulate, defraud, exploit, 
and use people with whom they do not even pretend to share the pur- 
pose of acommon good. And, just like the Nazi state, the Commu- 
nist state is one in which murder has been elevated to the dignity of 
government policy. 

So, if the Nazi regime deserved to be called both criminal and in- 
sane—which it did—the Communist rule must in these respects be 
regarded its twin. 

In a sense one could even go so far as to say the Communists are 
more irrational than the Nazis because, while at least the Nazis stuck 
to their classification of people whom they wanted to exterminate, the 
Soviets have frequently changed this classification. So if some people 
found themselves classified today “black,” tomorrow they may be 
“‘white’”’; and vice versa. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to pose a question respecting what ap- 
pears to be an inconsistency in the Communists’ appraisal of the 
operation of historical events. You say the Communists conceive 
that materialistic forces are moving inevitably towards changes in 
society. 

If these forces are moving inevitably toward the change of society, 
why then do the Communists conceive that they have a role to per- 
form in causing the change? 

Dr. Niemeyer. This ambiguity is contained in Marx. One can 
say that a Marxist almost had a choice whether he wanted to rely 
more on the forces of evolution, or more on the deliberate effort of 
revolutionary will. Lenin came down hard on the latter side. He 
waved aside any evolutionary patience. He wanted to make history, 
to shape people according to his design, and he put his bet entirely on 
a policy of revolutionary power. So Communists are those Marxists 
who, with Lenin, believe that where the events of history do not come 
by themselves, the party can make them with the help of dictatorial 
power. 

Mr. Arens. Do the leaders of the Kremlin act rationally in their 
relationship with the free world? In other words, can the free world 
in attempting to meet the threat of the Kremlin leaders approach 
them as rational men? 

Dr. Niemeyer. We may have to define “rational” here in various 
senses. If we define it first as a disposition to live and let live, to 
recognize a similarity of aims and interests on both sides, then there 
is definitely no common rationality between the West and the Soviet 
Union as dominated by the Communisty Party, for the Communist 
Party has defined its own position and its own purpose as being in 
deliberate and irreconcilable hostility to all other societies. 

This is the very reason for its being, according to its own conception. 
It can only “‘use’”’ other people for its ends but never make genuine 
common cause with them or even genuinely concede to them the right 
of their existence. 
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If we define “rational” as a logical pursuit of one’s purpose, then 
one must say that the Soviets act rationally when it comes to their 
negative purposes, particularly the destruction of other societies. 

They recognize the weaknesses of other societies with a degree of 
insight into these weaknesses that has not been paralleled by any other 
governmental system that I know of. They go about destroying 
these societies in as systematic and purposeful a way as has ever been 
elaborated. 

So in their destructive intent they are highly rational, if one can 
speak of destructive rationality. 

Mr. Arens. Your observations at this point prompt the simple, 
naive question which is frequently posed; namely, is peaceful coex- 
existence with the Soviet empire under the domination of the Kremlin 
possible? 

Dr. Niemeyer. “Peaceful coexistence’? has been enjoined as a 
policy by Lenin and by Stalin following him; but to the Soviets it 
means that while they develop the means of power of the Soviet 
Union and the adjacent empire, they will play along for a time with 
other nations and other social systems without directly attempting to 
destroy them in a frontal attack. 

Peaceful coexistence has been so defined by Soviet leaders as a 
kind of breathing spell for them, pending the growth of sufficient 
strength to overthrow otber societies. 

To us, of course, peaceful coexistence means the acceptance of one 
another as enjoying the right to exist. This kind of mutual accept- 
ance, this kind of genuine will to peace, can never unite the Soviet 
regime and the Western World. 

Mr. Arens. Khrushchev has in the course of the last several 
months repeatedly made protestations of the desire of the Kremlin 
for peace. What is your appraisal of those protestations? 

Dr. Niemeyer. Let me reply in an indirect way: The Communists 
have used the term ‘‘peace-loving peoples.’”’ They applied this term, 
for example, to Communist China when Communist China invaded 
North Korea to attack the United Nations forces which were trying 
to stem aggression there. 

In other words, the aggression of the Communist Chinese was 
designated by the Kremlin as “‘ peace-loving.” 

This may throw a sufficient light on their use of the term “‘peace”’ 
to answer your question. 

Mr. Arens. Is the Soviet empire, presently numbering some nine 
hundred million people, at war with the United States of America? 

Dr. Niemeyer. I should prefer to say that the Communist Party 
is at war with the entire surrounding world, a war in which it may use 
certain classes and peoples as its allies. By the way, those allies 
according to Lenin’s recipe are always to be treated by the Communists 
as if they were enemies. 

This “being at war’’ is no figure of speech which I am using. It.is 
the basic assumption underlying Communist doctrine, insistently 
formulated and emphasized by Lenin. Communists assume that the 
basic reality in all historical societies is class war, and that the class 
war is in its very nature irreconcilable. They also assume that the 
class war does not cease when Communists come to power but rather 
continues, even in aggravated form, for an indefinite time to come. 
According to communism, the lines in the class war are drawn on the 
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fact of support for the Communist Party. Anyone who does not 
actively support the party in its struggle is considered to be on the 
enemy side. 

Therefore I would say that the Communist Party is at war not only 
with the United States, which it recognizes as its most powerful 
enemy, but also with the Russian people; just as the Chinese govern- 
ment is at war with the Chinese lanai 

Both governments are at war with all the satellite nations which 
they have brought under their domination. 

Mr. Arens. What is the nature of that war? 

Dr. Niemeyer. The nature of this war is that it is never fought 
exclusively with firearms or with other weapons but with an arsenal 
of methods ranging from military force to police force, to manipula- 
tion of organizations, and to subtle distortions of minds and language 
by nongovernmental organizations. 

In other words, it is a war which ultimately aims at victory over the 
will of the opponents but knows a thousand ways by which to obtain 
this victory, some of them using bloodshed and others not. 

As Mao Tse-tung has said: ‘Politics are bloodless war, while war 
is the politics of bloodshed.” 

Mr. AreEns. Doctor, it is our information that there are approxi- 
mately thirty million Communists in a world of approximately two 
and a half billion people. On the basis of your theme that the 
Communists are at war with all non-Communists, could you tell us 
who is winning? 

Dr. Niemeyer. Let us take the historical record by way of an 
answer. In 1903 there was but a handful of people who constituted 
the Social Democratic Party of Russia and who met in Brussels and 
London. 

Among this handful, Lenin won a victory that enabled him to 
determine the policies of this party from then on out. A few years 
later Lenin had so alienated his associates that at times he was all by 
himself. 

The Communist Party of Russia at the time of the revolution, 
according to best estimates, numbered no more than twenty to thirty 
thousand among a people of well over a hundred twenty million. 

They were able to fight their way to power among this people and 
to consolidate their power there against very heavy resistance from 
all opponents. 

The story of how these numerous opponents fell victim to Lenin 
should tell us a great deal about the dangers that loom ahead for us. 

It was the illusion that the Communists had values in common 
with them, the hope that the Communists would honor promises 
based on common decency, the self-deception that a power so radical 
could not last for very long, all these factors combined, that put 
Lenin’s enemies into his hand one by one. 

This may serve as a sufficient warning for us and maybe as an 
indirect answer to your question. 

Mr. McNamara. Doctor, I was wondering if you would care to 
comment on the effectiveness of the exchange program in view of 
your general thesis, in one respect at least, of the basic irrationality 
of the Communist ideology. 

In other words, as this program is operated today it is hoped that 
when Communists come to this country they will see America for 
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two or three weeks and something will penetrate their minds; their 
attitude will be changed, their attitude toward the United States 
and the whole capitalist system; and this change will bring about 
what is called better understanding and greater possibilities of peace. 

What effect do you believe this exchange will actually have on the 
Soviet mind? 

Dr. Niemeyer. The persons whom the Soviet Union will send over 
will be of two kinds: On the one hand there will be those who are 
ideologically well indoctrinated. To these people, seeing America 
would be no news. They have analyzed and studied our society; 
they know a great deal about it; in a sense they, in their own way, 
probably know more about it than we ourselves do. 

They are certainly committed to the Communist ideology as I have 
described it above. These people not only cannot be shaken, but 
they will come here to gather more material to feed their preconceived 
views. 

Others will be artists who enjoy very great privileges in the Soviet 
Union for the services which they render to the Soviet State—people 
who are not likely to be tempted to endanger the high positions and 
many advantages they enjoy by revealing in any way that they were 
at all impressed with the United States. 

The services these artists render are great because, as I said before 
the Communists try to use other people’s normal aspirations and 
values to manipulate other people into supporting them. 

Artists certainly are one of the foremost instruments of the Com- 
munists in trying to bribe the Russian people and the rest of the 
world. The bribe consists in the illusion that art as such is one of 
the foremost concerns of the Soviet regime and that the interest of 
the Soviet regime in art is of the same kind that we have. 

With this kind of bribe thousands of people under Communist rule 
have been led to believe that theatres, concerts, universities and so 
on constitute the true meaning of Soviet rule; and, of course, we are 
led to believe that we have indeed many values in common with the 
Communists, whereas they steadfastly continue in their conviction 
that there is no such thing as common values between Communists 
and their opponents. 


The artists enjoy many advantages and privileges in the Soviet 
Union as valeaile servants of the regime. There is no reason to 
believe that in this kind of position they would feel great discontent 
when they come over here. 

For this reason also it is unlikely that they will carry back a great 
deal of criticism to a regime that so benefits them. 

Mr. Arens. How would you then summarize the benefits which 
inure to the Soviet regime from the exchange program? 

Dr. Niemeyer. The benefit consists essentially in making us believe 
that the Soviet Government is a government interested in the same 
things in which we are interested and thus lulling us into a false sense 
of genuine coexistence. 

Mr. Arens. Now may we solicit from you, if you please, your 
observations and suggestions as to how the free world or the forces 
of freedom can meet the threat of the forces of international com- 
munism? 

Dr. Niemeyer. It has often been said that our struggle with com- 
munism is a struggle with ideas and about ideas, and in a sense this 
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is right; but if Communist ideology is on the one side a set of ideas, 
it is quite clear that this set of ideas has become a mortal danger to 
us by the accumulation of great power by the Soviet Union. The 
power of a great nation has been put into the service of forcibly sub- 
jecting people to the Communist will, and the sole hope of escaping 
this fate is in power great enough to resist and undo the strength of 
this criminal design. 

So what we have here is a struggle for power, and I would say that 
there is no substitute for gaining a decisive superiority of power over 
the Soviet Union. 

This will depend at the present stage of the game most certainly 
on military strength; but military strength is no good without a 
determined will behind it, and I would say that we must give deliberate 
attention to cultivating our determination to resist communism, a 
determination which again depends on our ability to recognize com- 
munism for what it is and to know all the relevant facts about 
communism. 

We also have to identify the temptations which will beset us: 
First, the belief that we live in a peaceful world, or that peace with 
this kind of opponent can be had for the asking, or can be had even 
at a price that it will be reasonable to pay. 

Next, the illusion that communism is a rational and ultimately 
reasonable force, as for instance, a movement interested in justice 
and equality, or a government motivated merely by national interests, 
or a bunch of mere cynical seekers for power. 

Also, the wishful thought that defeat cannot happen to us because 
“we are right,” or that Communists would straight away come over 
to our side “‘if only they knew us,” or that we can afford to make less 
than a supreme effort because ‘‘truth will prevail.” 

Above all, in this period of “soft’’ Kremlin policy, we are tempted 
to fall into the error of believing that when Communists appear to be 
doing the same as other people, it actually is the same thing. The 
truth is that when Communists appear to be doing the same thing as 
other people (in art, education, science, etc.), they are mostly doing 
just the opposite—actually pursuing their own destructive objectives 
through seemingly nonpolitical means. When engaged in apparent 
cooperation with others, they are actually fighting the struggle which 
to them is ‘‘the law of laws.” 

When all this is said and done, I would still say that there is no 
substitute at the present time for military strength, decisive, superior 
to anything the Soviet bloc can muster. 

Mr. Arens. Can we negotiate ourselves out of this dilemma with 
the masters of the Kremlin? 

Dr. Niemeyer. We might learn to use negotiations as well as they 
do, for temporary and partial advantages in our position; but as for 
negotiating for anything like a “solution” of the present conflict, I 
would consider this out of the question. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Dr. Niemeyer, for the splendid con- 
tribution which you have made to us in this consultation. 

(Whereupon, at 12:10 p. m., Friday, August 8, 1958, the consulta- 
tion was concluded.) 
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